
Before  t h e  Board o f  zoning Adjustment ,  D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- A p r i l  13 ,  1966 

Appeal No. 8665 Government of  A u s t r a l i a ,  a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Admin i s t r a t o r  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia, a p p e l l e e .  

On motion du ly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fo l l owing  Order was e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  meet ing of  t h e  Board on 
A p r i l  27 ,  1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- May 26, 1966 

ORDERED : 

That  t h e  appea l  f o r  pe rmi s s ion  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a  chancery  w i t h  
roof  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance  w i t h  S e c t i o n  3308 o f  t h e  Zoning 
Regu l a t i ons  and t o  pe rmi t  pa rk ing  of two automobi les  i n  f r o n t  of 
t h e  b u i l d i n g  a t  t h e  no r thwes t  q u a d r a n t  o f  S c o t t  C i r c l e ,  N W . ,  l o t s  
825, 807, 141, 800, 155,  and 156,  s q u a r e  181,  be  g r a n t e d .  - --- 

From t h e  r e c o r d  and t h e  ev idence  adduced a t  t h e  p u b l i c  
h e a r i n g ,  t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  fo l l owing  f a c t s :  

(1) The Eoard n o t e s  t h a t  pe rmiss ion  t o  erect t h e  chancery  
i n  t h e  SP D i s t r i c t  and pe rmi s s ion  t o  pa rk  two au tomobi les  i n  
f r o n t  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  was p r e v i o u s l y  g r a n t e d  i n  Appeal 210. 8340 
by Order  d a t e d  September 28, 1965. 

( 2 )  I n  t h e  same Appeal No. 8340, t h e  Board g r a n t e d  pe r -  
m i s s ion  t o  erect  roof  s t r u c t u r e s  by Order d a t e d  December 1 6 ,  1965. 

( 3 )  Both o f  t h e  above mentioned Orders  e x p i r e d  b e f o r e  t h e  
a p p e l l a n t  o b t a i n e d  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  p e r m i t s .  

(4 )  No o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of  t h i s  a p p e a l  was 
r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r i ng .  

OPINION: --- 

The Board i n c o r p o r a t e s  t h e  Orders i s s u e d  i n  Appeal No. 8340 
d a t e d  September 28, 1965 and December 16,  1965, c o p i e s  of which 
a r e  a t t a c h e d .  The Eoard conc ludes  t h a t  t h e  f a c t s  remain as  t hey  
were on t h e  d a t e s  o f  t h e  p r e v i o u s  Orders  and t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  
appea l  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h o s e  Orders .  



Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- December 1 4 ,  1966  

Appeal No. 8665 Government of Aus t ra l i a ,  appel lant .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t he  following amended Order was entered a t  t he  meeting of t he  Board 
on December 1 4 ,  1966. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- Feb. 23, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t he  appeal f o r  permission t o  e s t a b l i s h  a chancery with 
roof s t r u c t u r e s  and with var iances  t o  permit parking of two auto- 
mobiles i n  f r o n t  of t he  bui ld ing ,  e l imina te  one loading be r t h  
and a reduct ion i n  requi red  parking; a t  t h e  northwest quadrant of 
S c o t t  C i r c l e ,  NW., l o t s  825,807,141,800,155 and 156, square 181, 
be granted. 

From t h e  record and evidence adduced a t  t h i s  hearing and 
previous hearings,  t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  fol lowing f a c t s :  

(1) This appeal  was o r i g i n a l l y  heard a s  case No. 8340 on 
September 22 ,  1965 a s  an appeal t o  cons t ruc t  a new chancery i n  
t he  SP D i s t r i c t ,  t o  permit a reduct ion of t h e  amount of parking 
spaces by 22% from 60 requi red  spaces t o  47 spaces,  t o  permit 
parking of two automobiles i n  f r o n t  of t he  bui lding,  and f o r  
approval of roof s t r uc tu r e s .  

(2 )  A t  t h e  hearing t h e  agents  of t h e  Aus t ra l i a  Government 
requested a waiver of one o f f - s t r e e t  loading be r t h  and presented 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h i s  amendment t o  t h e  appeal.  The p r i nc ipa l  
j u s t i f i c a t i o n  was t h e  small  amount of t ruck  t r a f f i c  requi red  t o  
su s t a in  t h e  opera t ions  with t h e  bui ld ing  once occupancy i s  com- 
p le ted .  

(3) A t  t h e  hearing appe l l an t s  a l s o  s t a t e d  t h a t  although 
they had appealed f o r  a reduct ion i n  t he  number of parking spaces; 
they could by providing an a t t endan t  and using v a u l t s  m e e t  t h e  
parking requirements. Technical ly,  a var iance  i s  s t i l l  requi red  
s i nce  use of v a u l t  parking spaces i s  sub j ec t  t o  cancela t ion  by t h e  
D i s t r i c t  of Columbia Public  Space Committee. 



( 4 )  Af te r  t h e  previous hear ings ,  the Board i s sued  two 
Orders which a r e  made a p a r t  of t h i s  Order by reference .  The 
f i r s t  Order en tered  September 28, 1965 approved e r e c t i o n  of a 
new chancery i n  t h e  SP Dis t r ic t  and permit ted parking of two 
automobiles i n  f r o n t  of t h e  bui lding.  The second Order approved 
the roof s t r u c t u r e s  f o r  t h e  proposed bui lding.  Nei ther  Order 
made re fe rence  t o  reduct ion  of t h e  requi red  number of loading 
b e r t h s  o r  parking spaces.  

(5) On Apr i l  13 ,  1966  t h e  Board heard appeal  No. 8665 t o  
r e i n s t a t e  t h e  Orders i ssued  i n  appeal  No. 8340. 

(6) On A p r i l  27, 1966  t h e  Board i ssued  an Order r e i n s t a t i n g  
i t s  earlier Order and again  omi t t ing  any mention of t h e  loading 
b e r t h  o r  parking space reduct ion.  

(7)  The Government of A u s t r a l i a  proceeded t o  f i n a l i z e  i t s  
bu i ld ing  p lans ,  submitted same t o  t h e  Department of License and 
Inspect ions  and w e r e  unable t o  ob ta in  a bui ld ing  permit because 
they d i d  n o t  comply with t h e  strict requirements of t h e  Zoning 
Regulations on loading b e r t h s  and parking spaces and t h e r e  w a s  
no record of t h e  Board having granted t h e  var iances  on t h e s e  
po in t s .  

(8)  On D e c e m b e r  1 4 ,  1966 agents  of t h e  A u s t r a l i a  Government 
appeared before  t h e  Board t o  expla in  t h e i r  predicament and ask t h e  
Board t o  modify Orders i ssued  t o  date. 

OPINION:  

The Board i s  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  var iances  sought are 
j u s t i f i e d  and t h a t  it w a s  the Board's i n t e n t  i n  appeal  No. 8340 
t o  g r a n t  t h e  requested var iances  without  exception. However, 
due t o  an overs igh t ,  t h e  requested var iances  f o r  loading b e r t h  
and parking spaces w e r e  no t  covered i n  t h e  e a r l i e r  Orders on 
appeal  No. 8340 o r  t h e  appeal  t o  r e i n s t a t e  8665. Therefore,  
t h e  Board amends i t s  earl ier  Orders t o  cover these  p o i n t s  and 
g r a n t  a l l  t h e  var iances  l i s t e d  i n  t h e  h e a d i n g d  t h i s  amended 
Order. 


